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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to tine Request for Continued Examination filed 
on 14 October 2008. 

This office action is made Non Final. 

2. Claim 7 has been amended. 

3. The rejection of Claims 7, 8, 1 0, and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over King et al (US Patent 5,600,775; 2/4/1997) in further view of Wallace 
et al (US PGPub 2002/02081 12; filed 2/2/2001) has been withdrawn as necessitated by 
the amendment. 

4. Claim 7, 8, and 10-1 1 are pending. Claim 7 is an independent claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a whtten description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. 

7. Claims 7 recite the limitation "...wherein the decompression engine creates the 
graphic before decompressing the compressed representation of the first frame." The 
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Examiner is able to find disclosure of the decompression engine creates tlie graphic 
after decompressing the compressed representation of the first frame as such in 
Paragraph 0024 and FIGs 2 and 7 of Applicant's disclosure; however, the Examiner is 
unable to find any disclosure stating wherein the decompression engine creates the 
graphic before decompressing the compressed representation of the first frame within 
the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9 Claims 7, 8, 10, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over King et al (US Patent 5,600,775; 2/4/1997) in further view of 
Purnaveja et al (US Patent 6006241, published 12/21/1999). 

As per independent Claim 7, King et al discloses a decoder for annotating a 
frame, said decoder comprising: 

• memory for storing a data structure, the data structure comprising a 
compressed representation of a first frame and at least one parameter; (FIG 
1, block 14) 

• creating a graphic, said graphic display the at least one parameter (Column 2, 
lines 49-51 : King et al discloses created annotations that include free-hand 
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bitmap drawings (grapliics). In addition, Applicant discloses the graphic 
displays at least one parameter. In Paragraph 0035 of the specification , 
Applicant disclose a parameter may consist of decode time or presentation 
time. Thus, the graphic displays time information. King et al discloses that 
such video frames are indexed by frame number and uses the example, 
QuickTime, having its index as a video time parameter. (Col 6, lines 35-42; 
FIG 2, 3) 

• frame buffer for storing a second frame, the second frame comprising the first 
frame and the graphic. (Column 6, lines 51 - Column 7, line 1 1 ; FIG 1 , block 
12). 

However, King fails to specifically disclose a decompression engine for 
decompressing the compressed representation of the first frame, wherein the 
decompression engine creates the graphic before decompressing the compressed 
representation of the first time. However, Purnaveja et al discloses creating annotations, 
displayable events such as textual/graphical information, for a compressed video 
frames in a video stream. Then, the video stream and the annotations are sent to the 
client wherein the frames of the video stream are decompressed, is synchronized 
(combined) with the annotations and displayed to the client. Thus, Purnaveja discloses 
creating a graphic before decompressing the compressed representation of the first 
frame. In addition, since Purnaveja disclose the functionality for decompressing the 
compressed frame and also creating an annotation, Purnaveja providing the means and 
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the functionality of a decompressing engine. Therefore, Purnaveja provides a form of a 
decompression engine. 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
Applicant's invention to modify King et al's annotating full motion video with Purnaveja 
et al's method of annotating compressed video frames in a video stream before 
decompressing to client over a network since it would have provided the benefit of 
efficiently utilizing the network and computer resources, and consuming minimal 
computational cycles on the client. 

As per dependent claim 8, King et al further discloses a display controller (FIG 1 , 
block 12) that "drives a monitor displaying a graphic user interface" (Column 4, lines 5- 
9) which inherently contains the scaling capability of a frame based on the rejection of 
claim 2. 

As per dependent Claim 11, King et al further discloses "an annotation manager 
includes resources to select in response to user input an indexed data structure to be 
annotated and resources to create, in response to user input, an annotation data 
structure." (Column 2, lines 64-67) King et al's statement is equivalent that a number of 
parameters are present and receives an indication to user input or selecting a 
parameter. King et al further discloses a processor is included in Figure 1 , block 10, 
which performs the indication. 
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10. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over King et 
a! (US Patent 5,600,775; 2/4/1997) in further view of Purnaveja et al (US Patent 
6006241, published 12/21/1999) in further view of Wallace et al (USPGPub 
2002/02081 1 2; filed 2/2/2001 ). 

As per dependent Claim 10, King et al and Purnaveja et al fails to disclose that 
the graphic is selected from a group consisting of a header, a footer, and a margin. 
However, Wallace et al discloses, e.g. Figure 3 and 4 and paragraph 0037, that the 
frame includes a header, and a footer. 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
Applicant's invention to use King et al's annotation method and Purnaveja et al's 
method with Wallace et al's sample frame, within a data structure, that includes a 
header, which uniquely identifies the frame (paragraph 0037) since it would have 
allowed a user to identify the position of a header and its purpose for annotating display 
time or text without stealing focus of the main intention of the frame. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 7, 8, and 1 0-1 1 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Arguments addressing in regards of the new limitations of Claims 7 brought forth 
in the amendment wherein the decompression engine creates the graphic before 
decompressing the compressed representation of the first time has been viewed the 
new ground of rejection of 35 USC 103(a) under new references using Purnaveja et al. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to David Faber whose telephone number is 571-272-2751 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from Sam to 430pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 



you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 


Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


/David Faber/ 




Examiner, Art Unit 2178 






/CESAR B PAULA/ 




Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2178 



